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Sr. Bud Fensterwald 
910 16 St. ,6th floor 
Washington, 1>.C. 20006 

Bear Bud, 

Your lottor of the 27 th is merely ths newest in a long series of representations 
of your unrecognised sickness. Iotas can’t live with your past and record; you can’t 
Bring yourself to eiamine either; so you perpetuate and aagfcify all the errors 
in a futile effort to perssiade otters than the silliness that you have manufactured 
is otter than it really is,, c h il d i s h in its store innocent manifestations. 

In pursuit of this futelity you write m an untruthful latter "for the record.” 

Truly, 1 sorrow for you, whether or not you can coneive this and despite all 
your unconscionable acte because on the sub4ect that brought os together you have 
always bean out of control. I regret almost as much that I was to-; long rccong&izing 
this. 

t 

You say that I "loaned to the CTIA" you and Jim "certain research files." This 
is even for you pretty farout. From the very first and for reasons you also can't 
live with I refused to have anything to do with the CTIA, I was opposed to your 
bajsic concept and told you it was impossible and I would have no association with 
those you had seleoted for your board who I knew to be at test irresponsible." I 
TWQISL Ktesv J SSL- conditions; loaned the CTIA anything. Quite separate from this is 
the trust I was willing tds impart in you and did, 

Jim did return some files to me. I have them segregated because I’ve not had 
time to integrate them. They eaa't include anything I ever let the CTIA have because 
I never let it have anything. They do include files i bad from me only in your 
role as ay lawyer. I regard, this ss unethical and because of my very clearly expressed 
opinion of your CTIA and its assorted nut unconscionable. I think- a case could be 
madia that it is also unprofessional. (l have no such inflation.) 

Because you now contrive this phoney "record" I’ll have no choice but to preserve 
them as I got them, in your- file folders, that is, the CTIA' a, not your law firm’s. 

All of this avoids still another questions, my work that you obtained otter thqn 
from me. I know I raised this with you in writing at the time you Announced you were 
depositing your CTIA files at Georgetown. I know X raised it but don't recall whether 
on not in writing when I learned that nuts like Sppague, in whoa you continued to 
have faith cad trust when reasonable and rational prople could not, were pawing 
through your files. You then denied that he or anyone you did not authorized did 
Or would have this access. I no* see the newest of Sprgpe '3 published insanities 
openly quoting CTIA files. Plural. 

You are not the only one who breaks confidence. You have some of rsy work from 
two: at least of those I trusted in the past. As soon as I became aware of this I 
raised the question with you and asked that you or your people remove all of this. 

It did not happen. 

You can’t even be truthful about tew what was returned to me. You asked J im to 
remove what he did. He did not do it on his own. Both of you then told me. 

I have neither- the desire nor the time nor the expense involved in my going 
through your files. This offer, which you knew I could not accept, in no way removes 
or diminishes your responsibility in any of this. You are the- one who did what you 
should not have and the responsibility is yours, not mine. 
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'** era a 3S]»ct of you and me in the Hay ease you would nira ms to 

nsaind you of? Is there a single time you did not take ay layman's advice when you 
wre proven wrong? Oreat Iribute to your legal abilities that is! Did I not. in fact, 
do work it was your responsibility to do without pay when you were vacationing instead 
£ eM**'* ^terost? Did I not in fact prepare almost all your questioning 

, h ? 1 6vldentia ^ hearing, beginning with the investigation and extending to virtual^ 
everything except the words you spoke In court? Sven the legal Philosophy? ind when 
* mm then you failed in yourobUgatian to prepare the publishing end, did 1 not then 
Ksscue you as much as you could bo rescued by preparing you for crossSesarining £ 
surprise wxiaaess? ^ 

If this is not enough I can go into the flayboy/Penthouao stuff and Cliff and 
meh anre relating to ethics and Utigioasaass and vitupe i-ativernass, lour last 
offer through Jim amounted to pleading Ray guilty, as you say have forgotten. .In 
yoiir iaa«iai»y to control yourself and your i ns a ne running off at the mouth* alas, 
you did this in public. 

^cu are sick enough to talk yourself into all the rubbish in your head. A *u 
can actually teliev* these slanders. I guess you can't survive without that. 

7CU f iet l? r does 1101 aa? is »»*» I wrote you. It was because you 
announced amalgamating your organisation with Lens's. I do not want him to mure any 
^nd of access, even verbally, to any of my work. Kety is a professional plagterizer 
te do a «i? ^ r ^ ded ^fJ-'^n he, wrote a latter 111- yours, was not even able 
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" . /' - “-a sot pit^y you 1 would have passed, it long ago. (Or would 

wou alao/prefar to forget the time I saved you from your own foolishness?} 

-oM-t ™ fOT t5llS tiae * 1 oould Mv& content^ycelf with merely 

aotem^ your lies and oarespoositeaesso and reforing to earlier letters. 5?h±s would 
have made an adequate honest record. 

+- caution you that sea© of the lies in this letter can be quite hurtful 

““® f d you re P e at them I will hold you to account. Believe me, I mean it. The 
o,ner o undoubtedly a futility as it has always been with those So have your 

^™ , toeS3 J a !. W T tll /° tl ° Ver 50 EaIiy years.* I hate to see you risking 

j our own ruin sad that of those who trust you. 

a *?"** th Z p r st ^ y° a *** willing to face, the realities. A-Thaos there is 
Gfcan oe Jaat you will yet. Unless you can show factual error in the fore- 
going, can a rational man ignore this partial record.? 

r-p * J 0 ., 30 ™ for you ani for the opportunity you have done more than throw away. 
Lyou naa ooen willing to restrict youruolf to what y,u can do well and had not had 
f neI " 5iC ?! Which «« topablc, you could have had wrf 

^ Ul 1UCh y ° a COatd honsstiy Mv ® _S3eea proud. It is as tragic as it 


bith sincere re great. 


Harold Weisberg 



